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BETORE T.L
POLLUTION COXNTROL

HEARINGS BOARD

STATE OF WASHINGTON

IN WL %-TTER OF

EVICRDTT Z. OQOLSEN dba

EVLRCTT OLSEN CONTRACTORS and

BURLINGTON NORTHERN, INC.,
sppellants,

.

PUGLT S0U'D AIR POLLUTION
CONTROI. AGEXCY,

Resopondent.

e Nt M e Nt e it e et R e et et et

PCHB Nos.yand 716-A

CINAL FINDINGS OT FACT,
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
AND ORDER

THIS MATTER beang consolidated appeals of the above nuunberec

respective matters of a $250.00 civil penalty for an unlawful outdoor

fire; naving come on regulerly

o

iieerings Board on the 6tn

andé appellant, Lverectt E. Olsen,

pro se, aspellant, Burlington Nerthern, Inc , not appearing and respondent

2get Sound A:r Polluation Control

doa Everctt Olsen Contractors, appcaring

Lhgency,

for hearing before tne Pollution Cortrol

y of Decermber, 1974, at Everett, Washington;

vcGoffin; and Beocaré members present at the hearing being

appearing through 1ts attorney,



~Aer
- '

rescim

fakel

S'wWO

I~
o
—
n L [}
vow 0 o ~ |
[ — &}
J 1 i Lo} "y v} iy}
Ty - 1] o] 1l -
1 8] ] P '3 o] w3
O [ >} [} O (5] 51
> L g a ]
0 i -1 8] Q 1) ™ a}
b4 $ — Y] o o [
9] v I [ 7 ™~ 8]
Q 4 ] ¥
oy n . ] [0} o K J
42 ] J | L ~{ 43 J e
et ) i, w i3 1 o NN e
<. 3 u U] i ) b 't
- Ll I ) [} nj W
o = > 5 0 D
r~ ' 0} o (U] 14 3 ~
(33} ‘ ] 4] Ew ™ 0] U J [
~— t ¥ ful 3 §; H i " i B
) >y S o ¢} - =i
~ - — [ - a4) 14 [ -~
S Y] "3 I} 41 -4 [ H =] c o -y 9]
(} L) [ - 3 fi} 0] v} a o9 3 Z 1N
el q,..\ It C._ ur 0y vg e Uy r, oW A.v ~ vy
f Y 0 N O R Lo
G @] n b4 0 tn 01 @] MooO0 el - i
O o 1 ¢ o) oo W) _ .
T T o T o5 A L TN B V. Y R _
] e " n, 0, ] ¢ o ~ aU O~ -
151 w — [0} 0 ey [iv} = VT e [ . it
Ly "3 Q) nJ 9] = +) O f ol v - 1%
0 » v 8] $a A 4ol I o 147
[} 9] W] 3 J ¥ [ v} o - %] {
o i | [ b 3 I.] v-] Ko oy ' I
1 O - O 8} (2 ) i)
) " L o @ [ s [ R s J bt
(9] H ] o Q ] 3 o] -
P - 3 — "3 a) by 2 -2 o2 s
) [0} " 8] e ] c (] in as e} e 0
o T N O "t > 43 5y . — 0 8] 4J
ol O c H W) B O 4 'S ! th
= -4 0 @ i - ! jal e 0 .
W n 3 o [ 7] 1Yl -
L 1 [ nJ ] - 11 3 Q ¥ [
1) -1 o i 8] = — W 1" n
8] fr, . - by 1] L . (] ]
= { 4] 4y O ] o & i
0 @) e 2 Ll " O ~
(] ) 2 e { [ 9] ) el . ~
w3 N 4 Y| - 14 .1
J - ) 1N O [ ~ ~ [1s} o )
v 5! ~, vl -, n 13 -4 W
r 8] O ) is] M1l r) ~ 0 o
1} 3 Y " - ~ [ " 4 -
i fa o, 0] " " 1 t i ‘
W 0 o I 53} -
uy T Lo v { Y —{ ]
i 0 4 €2 - 9y} @]
Iy "y v o] ~ [ ~ n 1
N J) [7}] 38} rd Pyl Ll et (9}
b th n r) Lo o0 J )
n 5 "y g g -» — - [p) ] M
in - [} . Y | o 7 23
'J > o <) = 'S ] o
He] [ by - s o)) i [§] b
i — cJ 1] Q e ~ a; o
m [ea 0 A2 o [N I @) L
(3] A Sl - o () — ™1 ) B =
— 1 = - -

[



-

to

d

Ha

15

P
<

15

el ——
BOFORE Tiil
POLLUTICN CONTROL HEARINGS BOARD
STATE OF WASHINGTON
IN TETD MATTER OF
CVORETT L. OLSCH dba
EVERTTT OLSEN CONTRACTORS and D emn . e
2CHB N .7 n 116-&
3URLITGTON XORTHERN, INC., CHB Nos. 716 ard 716-4
‘ Aonellants FINDINGS OT FACT,
pre ' CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

V.

PUGCT SOUND AIR POLLUTION
CONTROL =>GERCY,

Respondent.

L . J S e
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Cnris Smxtn

rct

o

Norirnern, Inc. di

pro se;

Havirg neard the testimony and considcred
fuily «dvised, the Board maxes and enters

respordent aprpearcd oy ard tarough

AND ORDER

above numbered
rembers, W. A. Gissperg
1974.

appoar,
1ts attorney,

the exhibits and being

these

EXEIBIT A
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Lhan race

vegeotation.

fire "for thc purpose of demolition".
V.
Appellant, Burlington Northern, Inc.,
the oper Zire tc be -_gnitced.

Such regulatiorn also prohibits any o

There was no employer-employee relaticnshi

uedoor

did not know ©Ff Or cause

Hlp

batween “ne appellants, but rather one of independent contractor.

demolsiticn b

.

P Y,
[ere

a Finding oI Fact is hereby acopted as such.
frow wvrich cemas the following
CONCLUSIONS O’ LAW
i
sppellast, Cvercctt . Olsen, was 1n violation
of resgpondent's Reguiat:ion I.
Iz,
wpellani, Bueri.ngton RNoerthern, Irc., was not
rcssondent's Regulation I.
132
r. Olscn, a rotired stete patrolran for many
and &< oot anowingly andé antentionally
Iv.
23CCYy SuCil Zlrlumstances it

SO ocuTam peralcoy

pIrbIves Or
CCNCLUSIONS
AND ORDLR

AL TF Y

udlness.

VII.

clision of Law nereinaster recited wnich should be deemed

15 unrecascnable

= n M
:1Ci,

- T - ~
CIf LW

violate respondon

of Section 9.02(b)

0 violation of
vears, would not

t's rezgulations.

&
-~

the
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